This ambiguous legal space-a few millimetres wide on the drawing and 60-80 m wide in real space-was thus a consequence of the materialisation of the drawing-the materialisation of a jurisgenerative drawing process. In the most densely built-up area of Jerusalem, the lines were so wide they covered buildings, roads and military outposts. In the following years, the exact position of the lines became the subject not only of debate and disputation, but also of military skirmishes and infiltrations.
Several decades later, the cartographic work undertaken during the Oslo peace negotiations was conducted digitally-on computer screens-but the maps, signed by Yitzak Rabin and Yasser Arafat, were prepared in hard copy. A one-dimensional line (in Euclidian space a line has no width) again became a two-dimensional surface. Much less than a millimetre wide when printed on a cartographic annex, in real space the line acquired a width of 5.5 m.
This line is ubiquitous in the West Bank. A sliver of extraterritorial space, it runs at the margins of almost every town and village. The Oslo negotiations collapsed before reaching a settled definition of space, and so the line remains an open legal question, paradoxically challenging the very partition it enacts. We followed it around, across and through villages and towns, olive groves and orchards, fields, roads, gardens, kindergartens, fences, terraces, houses, public buildings, a football stadium, a mosque and even a large, recently built castle. In July 2010, we approached a lawyer, Ghiath Nasser, and asked him to file a petition in the Israeli courts, arguing that the line is an extraterritorial zone-a site for a new 'borderline state'. DAAR/Amina Bech, Ghiath Nasser in his office, 2010. DAAR/Amina Bech, Ghiath Nasser in his office, 2010.
